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Table 3-1
| ssues Raised by the TAC/ CAC for Consideration in Alternatives
Definition
More frequent service trunk line for
On-demand/ Di al - a- Ri de internedi ate | ocations
Servi ce .. Transit has to be cost
Express Service from conpetitive
Goleta to Montecito .. If true cost of auto use
Mai n Li ne Express is realized, transit is
not |eaving freeway with nore attractive
st ops only at ranps .. Transit priority signals
needs i nterconnection .. Expand service hours
from ranps to | ocal (Surmmer | and/ Car pi nteri a)

destination
Flag stops for transit
service
Timed transfer system
Al'l ow | onger wal ks to
connect to transit stops
Reduce youth’s assunption
of car ownership
Shift community sense of
self as transit oriented
rat her than conpetitive
with transit
Create nodes for transfer
poi nt s
Eval uat e reasonabl e
criteria for system design
(e.g. waiting, headways.
transfer stop placenent
usually 1/4 mle)
1/4 mle stops not
acceptable - 1/8 mle
better
Trip length by transit
nmust be based on door to
door travel time including
wal k to and wait for bus
Trunk |ine should run
every 10 m nutes
Concentrate on mainline
and hi gh vol une areas
(freeway express) -
i mprovenents shoul d be
first focus
Define conveni ent and
express. Express: no
stops between start and
finish
E.G Express line, along
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.. Focus on devel opnent of new

mar ket towar ds
transit (young

fol ks?) do not
conpete with private
aut o.

(envi ronnent al ,

i nfrastructure,
economn ¢ benefits of
transit superior)

..Need to craft systemfor

m d-1 ong range
commut e and short

i deas first)

.Light rail possibility on

Hol | i ster Avenue?

(Li ke Sacranento
systemwi th 10 m nute
headways and singl e
track)

.Interest in cost conparison

of packages

.Efficiency of Intercity

systemgreatly
i nfl uences choi ces of
external trip nmakers

range system and
bi ke/ pedestri an
connecti ons

..l mprove confort of riders
on bus

— allowrider to use tine

whil e on
bus

— nore spaci ous vehicles

..l mprove ease of
under st andi ng transit
schedul es:
as easy as pushing a
button -
voi ce-mai |l activated
menu - Trinet
(Portland ) exanple

.. Any system nust be flexible
to cultural changes

.. Mai n rout es/ express |ines,
wi th demand
responsi ve | oca

system
.. Still need marketing
..Public vs. private dollars
on systenf

.. Downfall of Transit
— still fossil fueled (LRT)
..Light Rail Transit
— Need to increase
consi deration of
capital cost effective
— non-pol [ uting
headway = 15-20 m nutes
for
single track system
.. May be good to focus to
hi gh density origins
(e.g. UCSB, airport,
Ventura, downtown for
LRT/ HRT/ C ub Car
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